BEFORE THE
MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation )
Against: )
)

RICHARD J. SCHAEFFER, M.D. ) MBC File # 16-2008-196084
)
)
Physician’s & Surgeon’s )
Certificate No. G 11390 )
)
Respondent. )

ORDER CORRECTING CLERICAL ERROR IN
“EFFECTIVE DATE” PORTION OF DECISION

On its own motion, the Medical Board of California (hereafter “board”) finds that there is
a clerical error in the “effective date” portion of the Decision in the above-entitled matter and
that such clerical error should be corrected so that the effective date will conform to the board’s
intention.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the effective date contained in the Decision in the above-
entitled matter be and hereby is amended and corrected nunc pro tunc as of the date of entry of
the decision to read as follows:

“This Decision shall become effective at 5:00 p.m. on May 4, 2009.

IT IS SO ORDERED this 8th day of April 2009.

[} l l'
A. Renee Threadgill ’
Chief of Enforcement
Medical Board of California
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EDMUND G. BROWN JR.
Attorney General of the State of California
JOSE R. GUERRERO, State Bar No. 97276
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
SUSAN K. MEADOWS, State Bar No. 115092
Deputy Attorney General

455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 11000

San Francisco, CA 94102-7004

Telephone: (415) 703-5552

Facsimile: (415) 703-5480

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE
MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No. 16-2008-196084
RICHARD J. SCHAEFFER, M.D.
8110 East Del Timbre DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER
Scottsdale, AZ 85258 '
Address of Record

Physician’s and Surgeon’s Certificate
No. G 11390

Respondent.

On or about February 9, 2009, an employee of the Medical Board of California
(hereinafter “Board”), Arlene Krysinski, sent by certified mail a copy of Accusation Case No.
16-2008-196084 (hereinafter “Accusation”), Statement to Respondent, Notice of Defense in
blank, copies of the relevant sections of the California Administrative Procedure Act as required
by sections 11503 and 11505 of the Government Code, and a Request for Discovery, to Richard
J. Schaeffer, M.D., (hereinafter “respondent”) at his address of record with the Board, 8110 East
Del Timbre, Scottsdale, Arizona, 85258. On or about February 17, 2009, the green certified
receipt card for the Accusation mailed to respondent’s address of record was received by the
Board. (A copy of the Accusation, along with a copy of the proof of service, and a copy of the
green certified receipt card received by the Board are attached hereto, collectively, as Exhibit 1.)
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Respondent has not filed a Notice of Defense. As a result, respondent has waived his
right to a hearing on the merits to contest the allegations contained in the Accusation. The Board
now proceeds to take action based upon the Accusation, declarations and documentary evidence
on file in accordance with Government Code sections 11505(a) and 11520.

FINDINGS OF FACT
L

Barbara Johnston is the Executive Director of the Medical Board of California and

brought the charges and allegations in the Accusation in her official capacity.
II.

On or about October 20, 1965, Physician’s and Surgeon's Certificate No. G 11390 was
issued by the Board to Richard J. Schaeffer, M.D. (hereinafter "respondent”). This certificate is
renewed and current with an expiration date of September 30, 2010. (A certified copy of
respondent’s license history is attached hereto as Exhibit 2.)

1.

On February 9, 2009, an Accusation was filed by the Board alleging causes for
discipline against respondent. The Accusation and accompanying documents were duly served
on respondent. Respondent failed to file a Notice of Defense.

IV.

The allegations of the Accusation are true as follows:

On or about December 4, 2008, the Arizona Medical Board issued a Consent
Agreement for Letter of Reprimand and Probation resulting in the issuance of a Letter of
Reprimand and respondent’s medical license being placed on one year probation. In addition,
respondent was required to complete 15 to 20 hours of Continuing Medical Education (CME) in
psychiatry and have Arizona Board staff conduct a chart review following respondent’s
prescribing and medical record keeping CME courses. The Arizona Medical Board found that
respondent committed unprofessional conduct as he prescribed large amounts of controlled
substances to three male patients without performing adequate histories and mental status

examinations and monitoring, failed to document discussions with these patients of the risks and
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benefits of prescription medications, failed to maintain adequate medical records for these three
patients, and committed conduct that was or could have been harmful/dangerous to the health of
these patients. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 and made a part hereof is a certified copy of the
Arizona Medical Board Consent Agreement for Letter of Reprimand and Probation dated
December 4, 2008.

Pursuant to the foregoing Findings of Fact, respondent’s medical license is subject to
disciplinary action within the meaning of section 141(a) of the Business and Professions Code
and his conduct constitutes unprofessional conduct within the meaning of Business and
Processions Code section 2305 and is conduct subject to discipline.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES
L.

Pursuant to the foregoing Findings of Fact, respondent’s conduct constitutes
unprofessional conduct within the meaning of Business and Professions Code section 2305 and is
conduct subject to discipline within the meaning of section 141(a).

DISCIPLINARY ORDER

Physician’s and Surgeon’s Certificate No. G 11390 issued to Richard J. Schaeffer,
M.D. is hereby REVOKED.

Respondent shall not be deprived of making a request for relief from default as set
forth in Government Code section 11520(c) for good cause shown. However, such showing
must be made in writing by way of a motion to vacate the default decision and directed to the
Medical Board of California at 2005 Evergreen Street, Suite 1200, Sacramento, CA 95815
within seven (7) days of the service of this Decision.

This Decision will be come effective  April 10,  2009.

TN

/\

s v 14
By J ,f Lr h/\

BARBARA JOHNSTON-..
Executiyg Director
Medical Board of California
Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California
Complainant

DATED: April 3, 2009

Exhibits 1, 2, and 3
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FILED

- STATE OF CALIFORNIA
EDMUND G. BROWN JR. MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA
Attorney General of the State of California S OARMEN
JOSE R. GUERRERO, State Bar No. 97276 Evu AMENT Ma/nﬁ iOAf(SﬁT

Supervising Deputy Attorney General
SUSAN K. MEADOWS, State Bar No. 115092
Deputy Attorney General

455.Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 11000

San Francisco, CA 94102-7004

Telephone: (415) 703-5552

Facsimile: (415) 703-5480

Attorneys for Complainant

: BEFORE THE
MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No. 16-2008-196084
RICHARD J, SCHAEFFER, M.D.
8110 East Del Timbre ACCUSATION
Scottsdale, AZ 85258
Address of Record

Physician’s and Surgeon’s Certificate No. G 11390

Respondent.

The Complainant alleges:
PARTIES
. Complainant Barbara Johnston is the Executive Director of the Medical Board of
California (hereinafter the "Board") and brings this accusation solely in her official capacity.
2. On or about October 20, 1965, Physician’s and Surgeon's Certificate No. G 11390
was issued by the Board to Richard J. Schaeffer, M.D. (hereinafter "respondent"). This
certificate is renewed and current with an expiration date of September 30, 2010,

JURISDICTION

3. This accusation is brought before the Medical Board of California, Department of
Consumer Affairs, under the authority of the following sections of the California Business and
Professions Code (hereinafter "Code") and/or other relevant statutory enactment:

//
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A. Section 2227 of the Code provides in part that the Board? may revoke, suspend
for a period of not to exceed one year, or place on probation, the license of any licensee who
has been found guilty under the Medical Practice Act, and may recover the costs of
probation monitoring if probation is imposed.

B. Section 2305 of the Code provides, in part, that the revocation, suspension, or
other discipline, restriction or limitation imposed by another state upon a license to practice
medicine issued by that state, that would have been grounds for discipline in California
under the Medical Practice Act, constitutes grounds for discipline for unprofessional
conduct. |

C. Section 141 of the Code provides:

"(a) For any licensee holding a license issued by a board under the jurisdiction of
a department, a disciplinary action taken by another state, by any agency of
the federal government, or by another country for any act substantially related to the
practice regulated by the California license, may be a ground for disciplinary action by the
respective state licensing board. A certified copy of the record of the disciplinary action
taken against the licensee by another state, an agency of the federal government, or by
another country shall be conclusive evidence of the events related therein.”

"(b) Nothing in this section shall preclude a board from applying a specific
statutory provision in the licensing act administered by the board that provides for discipline
based upon a disciplinary action taken against the licensee by another state, an agency of the
federal government, or another country.”

4. Respondent is subject to discipline within the meaning of section 2305 and/or

section 1410f the Code as more particularly set forth herein below.
//
//

1. Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code section 2002, as amended and effective January 1, 2008, provides
that, unless otherwise expressly provided, the term “board” as used in the State Medical
Practice Act (Cal.Bus. & Prof. Code, sections 2000, et seq.) means the “Medical Board of
California,” and references to the “Division of Medical Quality” and “Division of Licensing” in
the Act or any other provision of law shall be deemed to refer to the Board.

~
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FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

( Discipline, Restriction, or Limitation Imposed by Another State)

5. On or about December 4, 2008, the Arizona Medical Board issued a Consent
Agreement for Letter of Reprimand and Probation resulting in the issuance of a Letter of
Reprimand and respondent’s medical license being placed on one year probation. In addition,
respondent ;)vas required to complete 15 to 20 hours of Continuing Medical Education (CME) in
psychiatry and have Arizona Board staff conduct a chart review following respondent’s
prescribing and medical record keeping CME courses. The Arizona Medical Board found that
respondent committed unprofessional conduct as he prescribed large amounts of controlled
substances to three male patients without performing adequate histories and mental status
examinations and monitoring, failed to document discussions with these patients of the risks and
benefits of prescription medications, failed to maintain adequate medical records for these three
patients, and committed conduct that was or could have been harmful/dangerous to the health of
these patients. _

6. Attached hereto as Exhibit A and made a part hereof is a copy of the Arizona
Medical Board Consent Agreement for Letter of Reprimand and Probation dated December 4,
2008.

7.  The action by the Arizoné Medical Board regarding respondent’s license to
practice medicine, as set forth above, constitutes unprofessional conduct and/or grounds for
disciplinary action within the meaning of section 2305 of the Code and/or section 141 (a) of the
Code. Therefore, cause for discipline exists.

PRAYER

WHEREFORE, the complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein
alleged and that following the hearing, the Medical Board of California issue a decision:

1. Revoking or suspending Physician’s and Surgeon's Certificate Number G 11390
heretofore issued to respondent, Richard J. Schaeffer, M.D.;

2. Ordering respondent to pay the Board the costs of probation monitoring upon

order of the Board; and,
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3. Revoking, suspending or denying approval of the respondent's authority to
supervise physician assistants; and,
4.  Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper.

DATED: February 9, 2009

BARBARA/JOHNSTON
Executivel Director
Medical Bdard of California

Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California

20173337.wpd
SF2008402634

Exhibit A: Arizona Medical Board Consent Agreement For Letter of Reprimand and Probation




EXHIBIT A



—d

!
i

Case No. MD-07i0541A

i
I BEFORE THE ARIZONA MEDICAL BOARD

in the M?tter of

mcuAR‘P J. SCHAEFFER, M.D. :
GONSENT AGREEMENT FOR
License No. 4736 LETTER OF REPRIMAND AND

For the Bractice of Allopathic Medicine PROBATION
in the Stfte of Arizona. !
, 2

{

CONSENT AGREEMENT

|
{
{
i

Qy mutual agresment and underslanding, belween iht—: Arlzona Medical Board

Ww oo N o G b N

(“Board) and Richard J. Schaeffer, M.D. {*Respondent’}, the parties agreed to the

follc:wmg dispaosition of this matter. a

-
[

1!  Respondent has read and understands this Consent Agreement and the

—
—

shpulabe& Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order ("Consent Agresment’).

- b
w N

Rasponqent acknowledges he has tho right to consult with lagal counsel ragarding this

-—
N

matter. !

-d
[¢)]

2.} By entering into this Consent Agreement, i Respondent  voluntarily

-
[o,]

i
relinquislpes any rights to a hearing or judicial review in state or federal court on the

b
-3

matters qlleged or to challenge this Consent Agreement in iw.anﬁrety as issucd by the

Board. and waives any other cause of action related thereto or zansmg from said Consent

-
©

Agreeme nt, -‘ .*

l

N -
e i

3. This Consent Agreement is not effeclive until ap?mved by the Board and

i

N
—

signed bjf its Executive Director.

1
l

4. The Board may sdopt this Consent Agreement qr any part thereof. This

[
N

Consent Agreement or any part thereof, may be considered ;ln any future disciplinary

3
1
H
H

»n
(&)

action agalnst Respondent.

n
o+

5.% This Consent Agreement does not constitute a }i:smlssal or resolution of
! |
other mqners currentty pending before the Board, If any, anq does not constitute any

N
o

i
]

|
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waiver, express or implied, of the Board's statutory authority or

cther pe}‘;ding or future investigation, achon or prooeed'ing.

Consent _Agreement does not preclude any other agency, suk

jurisdiction regarding any
The acceptance of this

division or officer of this

State ﬁ-om mshtuhng other civil or criminal proceedmgs with respeot o the conduct that is

the SUbJect of this Consent Agreement

6|

I
1

matter aﬁid any subsequent related adminisirative proceedings

All admlasxons made by Respondent are solely for final dlsposiﬂon of this

or civil litigation involving

the BO&(Q and Respondent Theretore, said admissions by Rejpondem are not intended

or made H‘or any other use, such as in the confext of another state or federal government

gulator?« agency proceeding, clvil or criminal court proceeding,
any othez state or federal court.

7 1

in the State of Arizona or

Upon signing this agreement, ‘and returning this dogument (or a copy thereof)

to the Bpard‘s Cxecutive Director, Respondent may not revolie the acceptance of the

Consent Agreement. Respondent may not make any modificati
i
modifications to this original document dre ineffective and vold

by the pafrties.

ris fo the document. Any

tniess mutually approved

8 if the Board does not adopt tis Consent Agreerrent, Respondent will not

| , , :
assertas a defense that the Board’s considaration of this Cnnﬁ?nt Agreement canstitiites

bias, praj;udiue, prejudgment or other similar defense.

Q This Consent Agreément. once approved and sig

d, is @ public record that

will be pi.lbiicly disseminated as a formal action of the Board and will be reparted to the

National Practitioner Data Bank and to the Arizona Medical Boar
1d.
unenforceable, the remainder of the Consent Agreement in its en

and effect.

's website

If any part of the Consent Agreement is later dedared void or. otherwise

tirety shall remain in force

W ¥34439H0S QvHOTH

2T 18988y
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11 Any violation of this Consent Agreement constitutes unprofessional conduct

-—

and may fesult in disciplinary.action. ARS. § § 32-1401(27)(¢) (lvlioating a formal order,
‘probatiorif. consent agresment or stipulation issued or entered into by the board or its
execuﬁve:; ditactor under this chapter”) and 321451,

12 | Respondent has read and understands the condition(s) of probation.
i

Laﬂédbdbiﬂf 3Z;A1—aqﬁﬂh Ab DATED: 19‘[2, /,73.
RICHARP J. SCHAEFFER, M./

i

Ww e N o W A W N

PSS U —
- 0

-
N

)
1
{
!
!
i
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) EINDINGS OF FACT
1 The Boarg is the duly constituted authority for the regulation and control of
the practice of allopathic medicine in the Stats of Arizona.
2 Respondent is the holder of license number 4738 for the practice of
allopathic medicine in the State of Arizona.
3 The Board initiated case number MD-07-05114 dfter receiving a complaint

: regardtné Respondent's care and treatment of a thirtty-four year—?ld male patient ("BC”).
4. From January 3, 20086 through June 17, 2007, |BC saw Respondent for

o o ~N o o A oW} b

b
(=

psychiat@ic gare and reported a history of depression, high Tnergy episodes, aicohol,
cocaine %and heroine abuse, BC also reported that he was beirT; treated at a Methadone
t

N
-—d

¢clinic for} substance abuse. Respondent did not document that jhe obtained an adequate

-t
[

history o'f BC's substance abuse and mental status examination furing several office visits.

-3
(5]

Respontient diagnosed BC with bipolar and atiention deﬁd!t hyperactivity disorder (ADHD}.

i
£-N

5.  During several visits, Respondent prescribed large amounts of medications,

—_
(&)

including? controlled substances such as Seroquel, Lorazepag, Adderall, Valium, and
L]

-t
»

Klonopinzf, There was inadequate documentation that Responderit monitored or followed up

ik
-

with BC {Nhiie he was taking the medications; that Respondent discussed the side eifects,

-t
o

risks, anéd benefits of the medications prior to prescribing them; and that Respondent

i
©

i
tracked the amount of refills he prescribed.

N
=]

6 Additionally, on two occasions BC's wife contact d Respondent regarding

N
-

BC's poianﬂal domestic violence and ongoing substance ablise. Respondent did not
22 :
respond to BG's wife.
23 '

24
25 |

7 Following an investigational interview with Respongent, Board Staff randomly
solacted ithrse patisnt records from his office for raview and foutpd daviations in twpo of the

records, ‘patients PM and TT. Board Staff noted that Resgondent provided several

B1/58 IV W ¥34J4IYHOS QDI gp1e9esBY 6E:BT BBBC/TC/61
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1
i

_prescriptfons for contralled substances to PM and TT without documenting an adequate

higfory of substance abuse and mental status examination. There also was Inadequate

documentation that Respondent discussed side effects, nsrs and benefits of the

medicatiqns with PM and TT.
8. On December 27,

t

2007, a tweniy-seven year

old tmale patient (“PM")

presenteh to Respondent's office and was diagnosed with ADHD and consideration of

mood dxsorder Respondent prescribed Dextrostat 5-10 mg br»ce a day for ADHD. In

March 2006 Respondent increased the dosage to 20mg fivice a day without any

indleation. Subsequently, Respondent prescribed brief trials of

antipsychotic medications

that included Risperdal and Abilify with no noted change In h!ldlagnosis or for why the

medicatiﬁ;ms were added. The trials were for a short langth

indication as to why Respondent discontinued the medications.

time and there was no

n June and September of |

2007, Rq;_nsponde'nt prescribed PM Dextrostat 20 mg, Ritalin 10 T\g and Wcllbutrin twice a

day withoutt any docuimentation of indication.

8.  On September 11, 2007, a thirty-one year-old malr patient ("TT") presanted

to Respondent with 8 primary diagnosis of bipolar disorder, not

otherwise specified and a

secondary diagnosis of personality diorder. Respondent reconjmended Abilify and wrots

prescriptions for it. Respondent alsa prestribed Lithium howev

this med_ication in Respondent’s evaluation notes. Additionally,

, thare was no mention of

the Abilify prescription did

not have! refills, but refilis were allowed for the Lithium. Resporydent did not initially order

' laborator@y tests, such as a complete blood count, complete me

electroca:rdiogram; he did not coordinate care with TT's primary
not obtam follow up Lithium levels,
10. - On February 22, 2008, Respondent was ordered

£

bolic panel, thyroid panel,

care physician and he did

to undergo an evaluation

that concluded Respondent demonstrated solid, but outdat#d fund of knowledge in

@ NIAHAHOS MeHDTY
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psychiatry and a lack of familiarity with DSM-IV critenia. 1t
Respondent participate or attend a course to update his fund g
and a re@ordkeeping course to address the deficiencies in his dg

11 The standard of care requires a physician to g

mental status examination, and substance abuse history.

‘12 Respondent deviated from the standard of care be,
adequate history of BC, PM, and TT. .
13 The standard of care reguires a physician to pres:

necessaly controlled substances with adequate follow up and m
14 Respondent deviated from the standard of care b
amounts of controlled substances to BC without documentation

up and raonitoring.

was recommended that
f knowiedge in psychiatry
cumentation,

hduct a complete history,
sayse he did not obtain an

ribe minimum amounts of
bnitoring.
ause he prescribed large

regarding adequate foliow

1§.  The standard of care requires a physician fo disciss side effects, risks, ard

benefits fof medications prescribed to a patient,
16.
adequatély document his discussion regarding the side effects
medication prescribed with BC, PM, and TT.
17

Lithium a:nd obtain a follow up Lithium level.

Respondent deviated from the standard of cgre because he did not

risks, and henefits of the

The standard of care requires a physician to perform a standard workup for

18 Respondent deviated from the standard of care

ause he did not initially

order laboratory tests and he did not obtain a follow up Lithium igvel for TT.

12,

BC was hospitalized, arrested, and had ongoing incidents of domestic

v;o|enoe'that were related 1o his ongoing substance abuse thTt was not recognized by

Respondent Additionally, BC patentially could have suffered an

a possitle accurrence of a psychotic episode. The amount

(W A34-E0HOS QRVHOTY

PYZ1B3EBBY

actident or overdose with

of controlled substances
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prescribed lo PM without adequate documentation of substeh

of comrf\unity safety. If TT had unknown reduced renal

abuse created a concern

nction or a pre-existing

arrhythmxa there was the potential for a serious adverse drug repstion..

20.
containirg, at a minimum, sufficient information to identify
diagnosis, justify the treatment, accurately document the

i

cauﬁona}y warnings provided to the patient and provide suffici

A physician is required fo mamtam adequate

legible medical records

the patient, support the

nt information for another

jults, indicate advice and

practitioner to assume continulty of the patients care at ary point in the course of

treatmenft. AR.S. § 32-1401(2). Respondent's records were i

not obtain an adequate history and mental status examination;

side eﬂéc’cs, risks, and benefits of medications prescribed,
amounts of medications without documented indication.

21,

adequate because he did:
he did not document the

and he prescribed large

In mitigation, Dr. Schaeffer has completed 70 catepory | credits in psychiatry

and the University of California San Diego Medical Recordkegping course, for another

17.25 category | credits.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1.  The Board possesses jurisdiction over the subjegt matier hereo! and over

Respondent
2!

The conduct and circumstances described above

constitute unprofessional

conduct pursuant to AR.S. § 32-1401(27)(e) (“fflailing or refusing to maintain adequate

records on a patient”) and AR.S. § 32-1401(27)(q) (lalny con
might be harmful or dangerous to the health of the petient or the

ORDER
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

W ¥3443WHOS QIVHOTH

@¥2183EB8Y

duct or practice that is or
public.”).
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‘I.f’ Respondent is issued a Letter of Reprimand for prescribing large anounts of
contmlleg'i substances without performing an adequate higtory and mental status
examinaiion and monitoring; for failure to document discussiop of risks and benefits of
preécripﬁon medication; and for failure to maintain adequate rec rds.

2 Respondent is placed on probation for one year wi th the following terms and
onndiﬁoris:

a. Continuing Medical Education
Respondent shall within six months of the effectivi date ul this Order obtain

W oo N ot A YN

15 - 20’ hours of édard Staff pre-approved Category | Confinuing Medical Education

wh
[on)

(CME) in psychiatry, Respondent shall pro\}ide Board Staff |with satisfactory proof of

-
-t

attendarice. The CME hours shall be in addition to the hours required for the biennial

renewal of medical license.

—
n

b. Chart Reviews
Board Staff or its agent shall conduct a chart revlir foliowing Respondent’s

O |
MW

. Based upon the chart

i 3
84

completki:m of the prescribing and medical recordkeeping C
review, the Board retains jurisdiction to take additional disciplinaty or remedial action.

. QbeyAllaws
Respandent shall obey all state, faderal and locax laws, all rules gpveming

P T
©c o N M

the pmeﬁce of medicine in Arizona, and remain in full compliarjce with any court ordered
criminal probation, payments and other orders.

d. Tolling

©  In the event Respondent should leave Arizona to|reside of practice outside

NN
N R B

[
w

the Statb or for any reason should Respondent stop practiging medicine in Arizona,

Respondent shall notify the Executive Director in writing within fen days of departure and

®

retum orthe dates of non-practice within Arizona. Non-practice |s defined as any period of

[ o)
o
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time exc}eeding thirty days during which Respondent Is not epigaging in the practice of
medicine. Periods of temporary or permanent residence or practice outside Arizona or of
non-practice within Arizana, will not apply to the reduction of the|probationary period.

e. Respondent’'s probation shall terminate upgn succeassful completion of

the CME courses and satisfactory chart reviews.
3. This Order is the final disposition of case D-07-0541A.

008.

ARIZONA MEDICAL BDARD

Lisa S. Wynn .~
Executive Diregtor
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Arizona Medical Board
8545 E. Doubletree Ranch Road
Scoftsdale, AZ 85258

EXECULED COPY 2f the foreguing mailed
“Hthi AdayAf 08 to:

Paul Giancola

Snell & Wiimer

400 East Van Buren

Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2202

EXEGUZED G the forggoing malled
thi Tday 6t 224 2008 to:

Ricld J. Schaeffer, M.D.
Address:of Record
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